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REPLY BRIEF 

The argument presented in the Examiner's Answer up to 
page 6, line 7 restates the reasons for rejection set 
forth in the Final Office action. Since this was 
addressed in the Appeal Brief, it will not be discussed 
further in this Reply Brief. 

Beginning at page 6, line 7, dealing with claim 7 on 
the thickness of the SiC body being uniform and claim 8 
on the SiC body having a flat radiation receiving 
surface, the Examiner's Answer contends that a circular 
body as disclosed by the Ichikawa reference has a uniform 
thickness and is also flat. In addition to the argument 
presented in the Appeal Brief that the commonly accepted 
meanings of "flat" and "uniform thickness" would exclude 
a circular body, applicant's specification also makes it 
clear that a "flat" SiC body having a "uniform thickness" 
would not be satisfied by the circular body of Ichikawa. 
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Page 4, lines 19-24 of the application states: 
"The amount of acoustic absorption progressively 
increases as the SiC thickness increases above the 
threshold of about 200 micrometers, and approaches a 
maximum absorption level at about 2,000 micrometers 
thickness. A preferred thickness range is about 400- 
2,000 micrometers . " 

Page 6, lines 30-35 states: 

"The thickness of the SiC body 6 is preferably at 
least approximately uniform with a major surface facing 
the beam 4 that is at least approximately flat. This 
provides for an acoustic absorption that is at least 
approximately uniform over a cross-section of the SiC 
body parallel to its major flat surface/ 7 (referring to 
FIG . 1.) 

Contrary to this description in the specification of 
achieving "an acoustic absorption that is at least 
approximately uniform", the circular body of Ichikawa 
would not exhibit a uniform acoustic absorption over a 
cross-section of the SiC body parallel to any major flat 
surface. In fact, the circular Ichikawa body has no 
"major flat" surface such as the large area flat surface 
facing the beam in illustrative FIG. 1. Rather, since 
the maximum disclosed or suggested diameter for the 
circular body of Ichikawa is 200 micrometers, and 
appellant's specification makes clear that a useful 
acoustic absorption mechanism can be obtained from single 
crystal SiC if "its thickness is at least about 200 
micrometers", the circular Ichikawa body would at best 
exhibit only a very low level of acoustic absorption 
along a diameter parallel to the irradiating beam (see 
specification page 4, lines 7-12). At all other points 
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in the Ichikawa body off the beam-parallel diameter, 
where the thickness of the body progressively parallel to 
the beam reduces the further one moves away from the 
beam-parallel diameter, the beam-parallel thickness of 
the body would be less than 200 micrometers. 

The circular Ichikawa body will thus at best exhibit 
acoustic absorption only along a center diameter parallel 
to the beam, with no observable acoustic absorption at 
other locations. Even if some slight acoustic absorption 
were observed in the area of the beam-parallel diameter, 
it would progressively diminish away from that diameter 
because of the progressive reduction in the thickness of 
the body away from the beam-parallel diameter. Thus, any 
attempt to define the circular body of Ichikawa as being 
"flat" and having a "uniform thickness 7 ' would directly 
contradict the description of these qualities given in 
the specification itself as resulting in "an acoustic 
absorption that is at least approximately uniform". 

Request for Refund of Excess Fees 

Appellant feels he has been overcharged in connection 
with this appeal, and requests a refund. 

Fee for Filing Notice of Appeal 

Appellant paid the (small entity) Notice of Appeal 
and Appeal Brief fees in connection with the original 
Notice of Appeal filed September 12, 2005 and the Appeal 
Brief filed November 4, 2005. The Examiner thereafter 
reopened prosecution with a new Final Office Action dated 
December 1, 2005, which corrected for an error in the 
original Final Action that was noted in appellant's 
original appeal brief, and also for an omission in 
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stating a reason for the rejection of certain dependant 
claims in the original Final Action. 

The undersigned was advised by the Office that the 
proper procedure would be to file a new appeal in 
response to the new Final Office Action, and this was 
done on January 9, 2006. At the same time Appellant 
filed a request for a waiver of additional appeal fees 
since the need to file a new Notice of Appeal and Appeal 
Brief arose through errors on the part of the Office, and 
the original appeal had not yet been considered by the 
Board. However, the undersigned's Deposit Account was 
charged a second Notice of Appeal fee on January 12, 
2006. 

2) An Amendment filed January 9, 2 006, the same day 
as the second Notice of Appeal and Appeal Brief, amended 
dependant claim 6 to independent form and was accompanied 
by a check in payment of the extra independent claim fee. 
However, on January 18, 2006 the undersigned's Deposit 
Account was charged the fee for adding two excess 
independent claims, whereas only one independent claim 
had been added and had already been paid for. 



KOPPEL, PATRICK & HEYBL 
555 St. Charles Drive, Suite 107 
Thousand Oaks, California 91360 
Telephone (805) 373-0060 

(U:MR/RSK/Amendments/Reply Brief /378-21-034 ) 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated 





Richard S. Koppel // 
Registration No. 26,475 
Attorney for Appellant 
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